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(b) Reviewing Issuance Offices and
Bulk Storage Points. The issuance office
and bulk storage point review required
by § 274.1(c)(2) of this chapter may be
satisfied through the ME review sys-
tem.

(c) Combined responsibilities. (1) When
a sub-unit has more than one of the
areas of functional responsibility speci-
fied in paragraph (a) of this section, it
shall be included in each applicable
classification and if selected for re-
view, all functions performed shall be
examined. For example, if a sub-unit
has an organizational entity which cer-
tifies households and also has an entity
which regularly issues coupons, the
sub-unit shall be designated as both a
certification and an issuance office.
Thus, in an HIR issuance system, sub-
units designated as issuance offices
would usually also be designated as
DMU’s since the HIR masterfile is usu-
ally maintained at the issuance site in
this system.

(2) Certain sub-units shall not be des-
ignated as having combined respon-
sibilities, even though they may per-
form certain functions related to more
than one of the areas. For example,
coupon issuers must maintain a level
of coupon inventory to ensure that par-
ticipants’ needs are met on a daily
basis but do not supply other issuance
sites with bulk supplies of coupons.
Such a sub-unit would not be classified
as a bulk storage point. Certification
offices may issue coupons in emer-
gency situations or to meet the re-
quirements of expedited service but do
not routinely issue coupons to house-
holds under standard certifications. In
these and similar situations, the sub-
unit would be classified based upon its
primary function exclusively. However,
when any sub-unit is selected, all pro-
gram requirements specified in § 275.8
which the sub-unit has responsibility
for, shall be reviewed.

(d) Itinerant issuance and certification
points. Units which certify households
and/or issue coupons as satellites of a
central sub-unit shall not be classified
as independent sub-units. Units may be
identified as itinerant when they do
not operate on a regular basis, retain
certification records, store coupons,
transmit information directly to the
DMU and/or develop FCS–250 reports

independently. Examples of such units
include mobile units, short term or
seasonal operations, and units which
may operate on a regular basis but do
not meet the criteria for a sub-unit de-
scribed in paragraph (a) of this section.
However, when a sub-unit is selected
for review which acts as a parent unit
for itinerant service points, at least
one itinerant point per sub-unit shall
be reviewed if operational at the time
of the review.

(e) Selection of Sub-units for Review.
State agencies shall select a represent-
ative number of sub-units of each cat-
egory for on-site review in order to de-
termine a project area’s compliance
with program standards.

[Amdt. 160, 45 FR 15900, Mar. 11, 1980; 45 FR
23638, Apr. 8, 1980; 45 FR 46784, July 11, 1980,
as amended by Amdt. 266, 52 FR 3408, Feb. 4,
1987]

§ 275.8 Review coverage.
(a) During each review period, State

agencies shall review the national tar-
get areas of program operation speci-
fied by FCS. FCS will notify State
agencies of the minimum program
areas to be reviewed at least 90 days
before the beginning of each annual re-
view period, which is the Federal fiscal
year. FCS may add additional areas
during the review period if deemed nec-
essary. The FCS headquarters office
will add national target areas during
the review period only for deficiencies
of national scope. State agencies have
60 days in which to establish a plan
schedule for such reviews.

(b) State agencies shall be respon-
sible for reviewing each national target
area or other program requirement
based upon the provisions of the regu-
lations governing the Food Stamp Pro-
gram and the FCS-approved Plan of Op-
eration. If FCS approves a State agen-
cy’s request for a waiver from a pro-
gram requirement, any different policy
approved by FCS would also be re-
viewed. When, in the course of a re-
view, a project area is found to be out
of compliance with a given program re-
quirement, the State agency shall iden-
tify the specifics of the problem includ-
ing: the extent of the deficiency, the
cause of the deficiency, and, as applica-
ble, the specific procedural require-
ments the project area is misapplying.

VerDate 20<JAN>98 09:00 Jan 29, 1998 Jkt 179017 PO 00000 Frm 00770 Fmt 8010 Sfmt 8003 Y:\SGML\179017.TXT 179017-3


		Superintendent of Documents
	2015-01-29T15:50:55-0500
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




